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(fticW 2003 % 101 91^) 


cfftii, ycjjnwi %ftn? 

5r<T % 'Hw ^ 5 I 

2.1. % ^tfpn % ft> ^ ^ ^ ^ 800 4^^?^ ^ ^IT^cfS offg, ^ 3^ afl^ 

^ ^ ^ I ^ v4<H4Wl % ftp? ^ STWiftcl 451 M 5 I 

2.2. (i) 3IRW1 ^1, *|ikl( % ilFST 34R iJ-wiftd :- 



vnc Tin TiR 

ft^TPinft #) oift^ (wfr#) 

1. 

<rtT«l (500 ^ aife*) 

li06.5 

3265.00 

2. 

3^jn4 Prtspn uioraH 

100 

3435.00 

3. 


50 

1730.00 
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Oi) 162003 argute 

^ Wl ^ 4 aif^pRiu €1 ij^22/2002 22 2002 ^ 

aigWR JRR «Fn^ 3»Rwr 11 

*■ ^ 

3. Pwlftd jrfewi % 3f5«R, ^ IR^IR 'H^jftkt 'd'WVl^Tlf ^ #3»T 

WtJT I 

4. ^ 5PP?«IT 4, 20 ^55n4, 2003 ^ if ^ ^ ^ ! trg^cf ’^h*?j 4 ^41^1 sift? 

^IRT ^ %^>3W ISRT^*3tom ^^ wO^ I ^ %'RTI?^ wws:*,fai1ffiBulhcrity.<!fg m 4 ^PT5f«f 

^ I 

6. yfdR ^ 5r^te iRTH^ ^ ^ ^ af5?1'4 l^p:^ «n I% 6*Tf^ 

FfdR ^ ?T!i^ sm ^ ar?sft-?ranaft % ^ 

(i) ‘ijP.'9iPi«b ■?PT f^>r®r S't^d f^T "W % I 

(ii) ^rf^ % ^ Tpii^ M #j| ^ ^Ra5 ^ «jpt % siwr ^ ims: ^ aft? 

^H^«oi ^ .fipra ^ wff ^ ft 15Rwra aft? 3j^?w«i oiPRi ^ wn ^ ^ aft^ra oifict. aft?icT ^ ctto ^ 
19.10% an^ft I 

(iii) jf^aft? eiincT%anqRwftaft??P^;te^irTOTft5!ft^ 

^if^iM<rft?reRT%3nEiR^f^infwi«rft i 

(iv) fci^TT4t wr<?pn5ft^7?f^. 48/-5f^^i^^ftftiR^%3?raRTi?3ifJ7^fte^T!^ft i 

(v) % ftnj f^^Wd. ?R^ % arj?IR 1715ft ft I 

(vi) 'ft?nft) a>rR: ^ vjrjy^jcji % 1^ ^ .H(d<;w« ^ ft. fft aij>i4i % airew W. W! % qsS asr 60% ^ 

^ft wn^?m.»fTOaft^?6rf^aft?^^3to%i^??yi3R-TOf«raT?^#fiRf^ 

{vH) ^RR SRI yifljftd ?tt PTwh-JOR ft > 


?p.?t. 

ftiRin 

x4cWH WfW u|v14IH 

(am.^sraft^ft) (^^ft) 

1. 

500 ft WW ^7 SWMC 


3000 

2. 


91 . 

' 

3100 

3. 


•1 

62 

_ 

2200 


7. ^gwr^«f>?4qiftt%^l?R?i^?j^^?PT^%?Mft P<HfaRdd f^®TTf&ft:- 

(i) %ftf^^?mft I ai5R-.aier^qf#iftq5T/ 

^ «?ra] w?i % sBM? iR *n^ 3»n? fteft?®! ^ an^«cii ^ 500 ^ OJK) 41i »q »ft 

a>t «R?n T-JM ft cftjft % ftF? *nfT irr ytvnftd ft I f?!ft jt^r^r aft? ?ljnft1 

4T4^ftRft1aJeR-aRRT^5R?n^^ft I 

(Ii) ?Pft ^!?Fffpft % aft? ^ IcR f^TEftl^ ^7FT?ft ^ aS^JTR SPPiCt % % OT^H? ^ ^RR ft 

^ ft I arwa ^ % f^ 4l<id *im*u ft> as^ira ft 4i*S^I irt ^ '^r ^ ^ 't^4>R %*iT ^jrai 

ft I ?Ra7 ftfe ^ aj^ ^ ^ efPR ^ afisn? ^ ^>5^ ?!?! ^ ^RR) ^ ^ ft I 

(IN) ft {pmcl % F^ToR % 1^ ft«i^ ^? oIRd afiri 5?^ ft I 9^JR7 ■fftftaRT 'ffSRH 

^^5Hiftft^?T3ifttft?R^ft>*ftft^ ??R m 1^?fe'^ft f ^ft?*nef^ 

ft vfm ^ 3r5?!R ft I ??R W\ ft^R 3ft? vfPPS m, Rwft»?w| ft ^ ?R!^ 
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(iv) ww ^ at^»i dFM ^ arfq^ ^ crm ^ 19.10% ^ at^mPra ^ t i gw fg htt 4} gi^i 

lTRH^30n^3T5>TH^5rfrt^ 

fe W ^ ^ ^ crt^ % 'T? ^ ^FEcJ^ ^ TR ^ w 11 ^•TR^ angi^ 

* 5151®! f^wspi ukH4H 3ft? ^ ^iin^ wfiWFft ^ ift, wrad; ^ «il<i»4 ^ ^ ^ arflftR?T 

WRT^I^aTFn^ 1 

^Rt»prw, 4ft 44^R9 ftR % W 3PTR ^ ft> ’TWf^ ^ i^l^lci 3ind % 333% ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ WT % ^ ^ 51^^ SM i«^*ikH 5RH ^ 44! «?! i aiftRP SltiPi^iKJi % 

jfaiMd ft> «n?194R ftotr®! % 4OT^ ^RWRf #f 3'i^4l«iK*>1 ^ 44 ^ 333% % 3?g4R4 W 
|#i4^>®445^^T^^«4=^%4W^^4^%Si55WT^cTTnrt^«W43JR^^%#t^ 

vmd^7J%^t !^i44Trft445ra^4t1^«Tfe^3nm4 4?^W>^5[Rf!R§3<ityfHH^^Fr4J^3liq^ 

4Rr44!t |^4rf^^ft?^^,4!n4d3ha!gWT®TcTI4d^Td<TO^3.33%^4^l I 

(v) ^ ^ ^n4HT ^{Fftai, ^ ^ PPRT 4r^ ^ # 4^ $ I 34^ ^FT4 ^ ^fFT?I 4^ % 

44f^ 244 43^ 3^ 4fe ^ 4T4f^ 344^ 4^ gjisto %Xf ^ f tW ^ #4 ^ aF4 4feftW^ 

sTnf^^tnPlcT^^Tf^ 3!feftw 30444 

'ft4t^SRI3Wft4®T4T^ft4Tf^3We4-2ft»4g^H «!4F4 3«H*W^ 4l@4pra)Rft4T{f | 4^2^ 
C4FT ^ 4!nT ^ ^ arfecftJT 454 ^344®T®r aft? 4^lfe4 arnfCW % 4I«t IWRt % I^R»! % ^B44 34!^ 5RT 

, oFncIR 4^ ^mi4l *WI % I 

(Vi) cHlt4^^44,Md£fI4r17.5%4ft4?^3!m^^ft>4!44lt l4^^4T^4ft^4cnC!4r?34R4iR%^4? 

* 4^4R -qR 44 11-5% 3^ ^ SlPfdi^ ^ ^ 3c^ ^ 3% % 3W4FI ^ sqR TSf^ ^ 43I4rR =4RTt % 
3^^ f^IBrt?®! ^ 4T4SlcT 4!# 414^ ?4T 3lf^4>4®l sTRT 17.6% ^ 44 ^ af!43ft#afr 3I^fe ftf4I ^fRT! 43! % I ^ 
44 ^ oF'I.^ I 

41^ 43 41441 ^tni cPn^ 4^ ^ 44 3^^4194 gP! ^ 4141 %4g f^4T vf! >H<Fdi ^ vW ^ ^4^ 

^wj4ft 5T4 cII 4d4 1^41 '4rar ^ I ^ ^id fl43I ^ ’JEI-’JEI 'ctM«)l4 ^ ft>4T «f! 43! ^ 44 HtM 

4i§t 4R 4WSdr I 34! 4«4 ^ 4F4cn 3414 ^ ^ ?4T Sifim®! ^ «I4 ^ 343! % 5542^^444 4W« 4>4ft ^ Pr"l4 
f^411| I 54! Sn1^r^4®! SM 3T44nf 4TJ 34! 4!!4F4 ftrarra % aig^, clR^lfe^ 34444 ^ S4!t 4^44 344 ^ ?I43I 

Njn_ \ -S—i. Ji. . % I 

VJM<llMWl ® 'tlW '>l»«^ «PI O I 

tft^ ^ t 4vftfij4 ^!4^ ^ ^ 4H4! vJHcWMdi 4#f % 1 54!% %4c! 43 44lf4! % 3^ 4^ 

4!!qF4 2eT4 % !I4> 4% % TOW f5T WT % 43 60% I i 4!4l444I. 4!4^ ^ ^ ^ ftFJ 4^1 

4 I% 44 R «fe 45 I 4»F% 4344H'54^4'^ % 1^ TOW3T 4FI^ 4?ri% $ I 54! % siHUX’^ti % IcF? 44!4ng! 

^ 75% ^ I ftj#aTHj^Tja«I^^44!%3T»fI4 %^T4d4ft«T4dT%54!4444ftd!3Fd^44T^^a*Iipft!4 

H4i4^4!^^4!4d^TOftftdT %4^80%% 1 d4^ ^ ^ 44 %4^ 14% ^ aiR 4ft arj*!^! ^3! 

4T^$ I 

(vli) ^14^ ftp? ftwiftt! 4T? W 34!^ ^ 4rR. 4!%^ vHcTqFft ^ eTO 4 ^^ % 4ft!4 # !! ^\\hK, Pp4 

5i!gl4H (c|%W4 l 4 i ^4cT4!4%4%i^^4!d#4 54gT4T^ I ft%«4Pft 3^14 41^4 ulddld) ^ %14 30% ^ 3id4 

^ ^ 4TftTf, 43 eiH % 4W% ^ ^ elPM % ftsik®! % ftp? 4lftd #4!d ftfe aiMdRI, ^ % ft>4l %. vs Rid 

dt I 

(vni) d4^ ft> aidid 500 ^ 800 d4> 4ft «FRTr 4414! 41^ 5^ Pl4d<b M|d4l%i, ^ ^ 31^4 415^ <4TdI % 

4R4 34R 4ft 4®!4I % 4i?to 441% I 4R!rtfe 4®HT 4ftF4® ^ W! % v^ 4| t 1 

(ix) 4!5^ cTN^ ^ 4tft!F! 44 aft? 4Wftfe3 44 %F feP? ^ 134! ^ 4d! 4519! % fe (5 00-800 

) 4!^ cfNl ^ <34 ? 3ft4 ^ (KIO 4W) 4!^ dW! ^ 4^1 f I 43 **’’!^**^^^ ftwKl 

fterfel^ t500 4hf4%!d^%^4ft4^%f%^%!lW3T44T4T44Ic!I4d3im araitTt i ^45! Pt'ti'jfe 
4 )4% ^ ftn? 500 j ft 'id 'ft ^^44 % # 4^4% 4314! 2j|%d 4!4a 4#[ «T4d! I 4atfci4 im4er^41f4^% aT^Sftd 

cl!4d atneiR TPT 3I^3PR?R ^4% 4%4R 4!3f 3*4^ 'tPftfl!! tn{%^ ?%%t I 4>!4Fft Hwilc>l fl)!Hci 4!W 

34!^ ^ '!T%IC!I %»ftp^ T?^ JRdM 3n% 41313 ^ v»ti4l $ ( 

(x) tf5%fci4a)r4d%r 413134!^ %4l4E!%%tM%>4%4H444F!^^^2XF>d %ft!4 yn4 g!4!%^ 3!4gHlg4d! 

^ 1 434%4!45I4gH4!48fe4%4c%ft44)14^44'% cn^T^4%^jl'«iWS, 'CiqK?l ^ I 
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aif^^jpld W1H ^ TOW ^ I, ??i TO aicfftiT #4^1 ^ ^ (Rc*J ^ jrato ^ ^ «R^ ^ 3«1'^h 

^ ^ ^ I ^^ ^ t ft? TB 3nfe^^ sm cR0.^ ^ jraifeRi ^ ft? 1^ 

PwlRd 31^7^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

16^TO^2003 1^^ 

%C^>^MTOpRj^%3r3q1ftd^^TO^^^^f ^WTSRT 16 wWft2003 ^3nHl|'n^f 1^ 
5*!R ^ w t, iM1€1 ai^tTtf^ ^ ^ fiRft ^ ^ 3^1?? ^ 31^ ^ ^ 


(xii) I 

9. qf^»nHw^4, 5.0 

(‘wlfcM jniMci % (rt'^ ^l'5l 5I'4K) % 3Rf*ffI PlHl^feitl ^ xilPld ^ 3i^*fl«J’1 55H ‘l>'<dl 1| :- 


«. 

9>.w. 

1W *11*1 

IJ? / 9ftl ^CI ^ ywu! wn 

ai|<K 

«f€1^3RniH 

1. 

<« 

500 ^ sto ^ 800 

41v{«i411!^) 

71.16 aw. 

2293.00 

2. 

«fcP?R 

- 

65.16 aw.^TeR 

2099.00 

3. 

i^d ^iiti^ ^|v^ 

- 

51.76aw,^icR 

1668.00 




3T. ^KdK , 3T«q^ 
[f^ijiim III/IV/143/2003/3TOT.] 
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TARIFF AUraORltY Fm MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFKATKSH 

Mumbai, the 6th October, 2003 

No. TAMP/19/2003-PPr. —Iq exercise ofthe powers confeired under Section 48 of Ok Major Port Trust Act, 1963 
(38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the proposal of tfie Parad^) Port Trust for fixation of hire 
charges of pilot launches, oil reception barge and pollution control vessel as in tfie Cfeder appended hereto. 

scsmjiE 

Casa No. TAMP/19/2003-PPT 

The Paradip Port Trust - Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 10th day of September 2003) 

Tl^is case relates to a proposal received from the Paradip Port Trust (PPT) for 
fixation of hire charges of pilot launches, oil reception barge and pollution control vessel. 

2 . 1 . The PPT has stated that recently pilot launches of 800 BHP, one pollution 

controi vessel and one oil reception barge have been added to the Port's floating crafts. Hence 
rates for these crafts have been proposed. 


2,2, (i). Initially, the PPT proposed hire charges for the new crafts as under: 


(ii). 


Si. 

No. 

Name of the craft 

Rate / hour or part thereof 

Foreign- 
going 
(in US $) 

Coastal 

(inRs.) 

1 . 

Launch (more than 500 BHP) 

106.5 

3265.00 

2 . 

Pollution control vessel 

100 

3435.00 

3. 

Oil reception barge 

50 

1730.00 


Noiv. 


S J i'm.A > 4 MM 

tVittttiUUill Of fof 


f«r 0 hnjirc c/ia// hft nfiVfiNfi for hire of env of the 

i\^i f|4^V<*4^ ^ - 


above crafts. 

The Board of Trustees of the PPT has approved the proposed hire charges in 
its meeting held on 16 January 2003 and the port has started levying the 
charges with effect from 16 January 2003 pending approval of the Authority as 
per Notification No.TAMP/22/2002-JNPT dated 22 April 2002. 


3 . in accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the PPT proposal 

was forwarded to concerned user organisations for their comments. 


4 A joint hearing in this case was held on 29 July 2003 at frie PPT premises. At 
the joint hearing, the PPT and the concerned users have made their submissions. 

5 The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records 
at the office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by 
the concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details are also 
available at our website www.tariffauthority.ofg. 


0 On a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the PPT was requested to furnish 

certain clarification / additional information. The PPT has furnished its reply to the various 
queries raised by us. It has also reviewed its proposal and furnished revised cost stataments. 
The main points of the revised proposal and its reply to the various queries raised by us are 

sumrnarised below: 

(i) . Break up of salary and wages cost is furnished 

(ii) . The repairs and maintenance cost of the floating craft has been taken on the 

basis of actual expenditure incurred for the three tugs sent for dry docking^ 
The average repairs and maintenance cost calculated comes to 19.10 A o 
average capita! cost. 




[VFTin—■0^4] 




(ill). The management and general administration overhead is on the basis of 
actual cost for the last 2 years and apportioned on the basis of number of 
employees engaged in the operation of the tug. 

(Iv). Rate for foreign going vessels Is arrived at by taking a conversion rate of $ 1 = 
Rs.48, 

(v) . The concession for coastal vessel as per Government norms has also been 

considered. 

(vi) . Availability of craft has been taken at 60% of the working hours based on the 

past experience, as there is no standard norm. Breakdown due to repair 
overhauling and dry docking have been taken into account to arrive at the 
availability rate and, therefore, there should not be any reduction in the ROCE. 

(vii) . The revised rates proposed by the port are as follows: 


SI. 

Description 

Rate per hour or part thereof 

No. 


Foreign-going 
vessels 
(In US $) 

Coastal Vessels 
(In Rs.) 

1. 

Craft above 500 BHP 

87 

3000 

2. 

Pollution Control Vessel 

91 

3100 

3. 

Oil Reception Barge 

62 

2200 


7. With reference to totality of information collected during the processing of this 

case, the following position emerges: 

(}). In line with the requirement for prescription of hire charges with reference to 
the range of capacity of tugs / equipment instead of Individual tug / equipment, 
the PPT has proposed hire charges for pilot launches in the capacity range of 
500 BMP to 800 BMP since the'existing Scale of Rates prescribes rates only 
upto 500 BHP. It has also proposed separate rates for pollution control vessel 
and oil reception barge. 

(ii). The port has considered depreciation based on the life of the crafts as per the 
norms fixed by the Government for floating crafts and equipment of ail major 
ports, in the absence of life norm for oil boom the life indicated by the PPT is 
accepted. Depreciation has been worked out based on the original cost of 
acquisition on a straight line method. 

(lii). The PPT has furnished break up of salary and wages cost for operations of the 
crafts. A salary and wages cost af slightly higher level has been cpnsidered for 
oil reception barge as compared to the tugs and the pollution control vessel. 
The port has explained that the wage cost is as per the manning pattern. The 
salary and wages cost as furnished by the port has been considered without 
any modification In this analysis, 

(Iv). The repairs and maintenance cost Is estimated to be at 19.10% of the capital 
cost of the crafts. When compared to the position reported by some other 
ports, this estimate Is on the higher side. The port has attempted to Justify Its 
estimate by explaining that actual expenditure Incurred on the three launches 
recently for dry docking has b^n considered. In that case, the 
appropriateness of extending this base to pollution control vessel and oil 
reception barge which do not appear to have been dry docked is not 
understood. In any case, one time expenditure cannot be allowed to be 
perpetuated in tariff. 

Incidentally, in the case of fixation of hire charge of wharf crane of the VPT. the 
port’s estimated expenditure towards repairs and renewals at 3.33% of its 
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capital cost has been approved by this Authority. More relevantly, in the case 
of fixation of hire charges of various newiy acquired floating crafts at KPT, the 
port's estimate of 3.33% towards repairs and renewal has been considered for 
calculation, in another case reiating to 45 T Bullard Pull Tug at CHPT, the port 
has furnished a maintenance cost estimate which works out to 2.4% of the 
capitai cost. Based on the position obtaining at other ports, it Is found 
necessary to moderate the estimate furnished by the PPT. Repair and 
maintenance cost is, therefore, taken at 3.33% of the capital cost In this 
analysis. 

(v) . The general review of tariff at PPT has been done duly allocating ail overhead 

expenses. Overhead expenses remaining constant for the port as a whole for 
a given period and if they are allocated to crafts in reference, then, to that 
extent there must be a reduction In* some other activity. Since such reduction 
has not taken place anywhere, inclusion of overheads is an excess allocation 
- and double counting. The PPT has also not certified any Incremenfol overhead 
attributable to the floating crafts In reference. That being so, the allocable 
Management and General Administration expenses considered by the PPT in 
its calculation are excluded. It is noteworthy that this approach has been 
consistently adopted by us while fixing hire charges for equipment and floating 
crafts on a stand alone manner. 

(vi) . Return on capital employed Is claimed by the PPT as 17.5%. Considering the 

current interest rate of 11.5% on Government of India loans available to the 
port trusts and a 3% contribution to each of the two mandatory reserves, 

ROCE of 17.5% is being allowed by this Authority in all cases relating to 
fixation of tariff for major port trusts. This will equally apply to tha PPT. 

It is to be recognised that maximum level of return on capital employed can be 
sought only when the assets are utilised nearly to the capacity levels. A port 
cannot seek to maximise return when capacity created is not fully utilised. 

Recognising this feet, this Authority has already decided to link return with 
capacity utilisation. In line with this genera! principle adopted by this .AuthoriN, 
the return on capital employed in the instant proposal needs to be linked with 
the capacity utiiisation. 

The PPT has informed that there is no standard “availability norm” for floating 
crafts, it has only indicated that the normal working hours per annum is 60% of 
the total available working hours in a year, Incidentally, the guidelines issued 
by the Government in 1998 indicate availability norms only for cargo handing 
equipment. The lower level of the minimum range Is 75% for such equipment. 

In the absence of any other information available, this level is considered to 
arrive at the capacity of the crafts. With reference to the assessed capacity, 
the actual utilisation is only 80%. Accordingly, the return on capita! employed 
can be allowed only to the extent of 14%. 

(vii) . The hire charges fixed for the crafts should enable tha port to recover the total 

cost from all the vessels irrespective of its categorisation into foreign-going and 
coastai vessels. It is, therefore, appropriate, as has been done by the PPT, to ^ 

adopt a weighted average method of aiiocation of the total cost bearing in mind ’ 

the rate differential of 30% to be maintained between foreign-going vessels ^ 

and coastal vessels. ■ 

(viii). Subject to the above, the calculations of hire charges of pollution control 
vessel, oil reception barge and pilot launches having the capacity range of 500 
- 800 BHP are revised. The revised calculation is attached as Annex. 

(ix). . A comparison of the existing and revised rates (to be approved) of the pilot 
launches indicates lower rates for launches having higher BHP (500 - 800 
BHP) and risgiiet" rates for i' .ve!’ BHP (upto 500 BHP). This is obviously an 
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anomalous position. The costing basis adopted to arrive at the rates for 
launches upto 500 BHP is not known. It does not appear reasonable to hike 
the rate for launches above 500 BHP just for the sake of removing the 
anomaly. What is logical is to review the existing hire charges of floating craft 
following the costing basis followed in this case. The PPT is advised to come 
• up with a proposal for a review of hire charges of all floating crafts. 

(x). The existing Scale of Rates of the PPT in respect of hire charges of floating 
crafts prescribes ievy of a minimum charge for 2 hours. This existing provision 
is proposed to be appiied to the new floating crafts in reference which may by 
allowed. 


(xi). As has been brought out earlier, the port has been recovering the hire charges 
with effect from 16 January 2003 drawing reference to an arrangement in this 
regard introduced by this Authority commonly for all the major ports. Wherever 
a specific tariff for a service is not available In the notified Scale of Rates the 
port trust can operate an adhoc rate in the interim period provided the adhoc 
rate is derived based on existing notified tariffs for comparable services and it 
must have been mutually agreed upon by the port bust and the concerned 
user. The PPT has not shown whether the conditions precedent set by this 
Authority to operate adhoc rates are satisfied in this case. Prima facie, it 
appears that the relevant Authority’s Order is wrongly appiied in this case by 
the PPT. Nevertheless, the floating crafts are already in use and their usage Is 
to be billed as per approved rates. That being so, the hire charges in this case 
are approved with retrospective effect from 16 January 2003 treating the action 
of the port as fait accompli, it may be relevant hare to note that the rates 
approved are lower than the proposed rates which have been adopted by the 
PPT since 16 January 2003. Since retrospective approval is accorded, the 
PPT should adjust its billing with reference to the approved rates and refund 
the excess collection already made. 


(xii), in line with the general decision already taken, the rates approved in this case 
will be ceiling rates. 

9 . In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective * 

application of mind, this Authority approves the following to be Inserted under Sr. No.5.0 (Hire 
charges for floating crafts) in the Scale of Rates of the PPT: 


SI. 

No. 

Name of the craft 

Ceiling rate / 
thereol 

hour or part 
/ craft 

Foreign 

Coastal 

1. 

Launch 

More than 
500 BHP and 
upto 800 
BHP 

US$71.16 

Rb.2293.00 

2. 

Pollution control vessel 

— 

US$65.15 

Rs.2099.00 

3. 

Oil reception barge 

- 

US$51.76 

Rs. 1668.00 


Note: Minimum charges for 2 hours shall be payable for hire of any of the 
above crafts. 


A. L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
[ADVT III/IV/143/2003/Exty.] 
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Paratfip Part Trust 

Cost Ststsmsni tar Pollution Comrol Vassal, OM Rscsption Bias s nd Rostfna C tlte 


^^QQIK 



---- 




OH 

Rscepttan 







Polluttan Control VetMl 

Bams 

PtaatinaCrafts 

■■■ 





■■■■■ 

^5 > ■ Vr iMmBI 
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Caoacity(BHP) 



280.00 


650.00 

650.00 

800.00 


CapMal Cost (Rs. in Lakhs) 


OHVessd 

122.96 

91.36 

24660 

11840 

126.00 


(1^. in Laldis) 


01 boom 

140.00 






Life (in years) 


CN Vessel 

20 

20 

20 

20 

20 


Life (in years] 


01 boom 

10 





1 

AvailaUe Working hour per aiVKsn (Hour) 

(366 * 3 * 8).A 

■ 


8760 

8760 

8760 

8760 

8760 

■ 

Capacity at 75 % of available woiWng hour per armum 



6570 

6570 

6570 

8570 

6670 

1 

Hormal Working hour peranntiin (Hour) 



6256 

5256 

5256 

5256 

5256 


Cost: 



Rs.. to Lakhs 

Rs.. In lakhs 

Rs.. in Lakhs 

Rs„ In Lakhs 

Rs.. In Lakhs 


Partkiulars 



Amourd 

Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

Amount 


Depredation 



20.15 

4.57 

12.40 

' 5.92 

6.30 


Salary & Wages 



53.02 

51.25 

53.02 

53.02 

53.02 


Repairs & Maintet>ce 



8.76 

3.04 

8.26 

3.94 

4.20 

4 

Return on C^iitsri employed at 17.5 % adfusted to capital 
uliHsation of 80 % 



36.8t 

12.79 

34,72 

16.58 

17.64 

5 

' 

Total Cost (Excluding fuol cost) 



118.74 

81.65 

106AQ 

7946 

81.16 

6 

Cost per hour (exdiiding tael cost) (in Rs.) 



2.259.11 

1^.46 

2,062.37 

1,511.77 

1,544.06 


Fud consumption per hour (in Rs.) 



200.00 

400.00 

1.000.00 

740.00 

1,200.00 


1' III nil 1 









Average Cost per hour for ftoatittg craft between 500- 
800BHP 

« 


V 




2,686.07 


Weightage for Foreign-going vessels: Coastal vessels 
Foreign-going vessel vs coastal vessel rate disasuity to be 
frraintained ™ 

40:60 








100:70 

















Rato per hour or part thereof ( In USD) 

Total cost per hour = .40 * X .60 * .70 X 

Total (x>st per hour = .62 X 

X = 2999,2382.3276 

where X is cost per hour for foreign going vessel 
(1 US $ = Rs 46.03) 



65.15 

51.76 



. 71.16 


Coastal Vessels ; 









Rato per hour or part thweof (in Rs.) 

0.70 of X as calculated above 



2,099 

1,668 



2,293 
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